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1. □ The amendment filed on 08 April 2005 under 37 CFR 1.312 has been considered, and has been: 

a) □ entered. 

b) □ entered as directed to matters of fomri not affecting the scope of the invention. 

c) □ disapproved because the amendment was filed after the payment of the issue fee. 

Any amendment filed after the date the issue fee is paid must be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(1 ) 
and the required fee to withdraw the application from issue. 

d) IS disapproved. See explanation below. 

e) □ entered in part. See explanation below. 

The amendment has been disapproved because, the Specification cleariy teaches on page 3, line 1 7 and page 4, line 13 the 
addition of a magnesium compound to the titanium dioxide base materialAdd'itionally, claims 25-28 recite adding a 
magnesium compound to titanium dioxide. There is no support for "wherein no significant amount of magnesium compound 
is or has been added to the aqueous suspension of titanium dioxide base material", therefore claim 1 presents new, matter 
An obvious double patenting rejection would have been made on the present application, however, since the obvious double 
patenting rejection would be the only rejection remaining on 10/638154 and since it was eariier filed than 10/889,287, the 
Office has withdrawn the rejection and will penn'it the eariier-filed application to issue as a patent without a temninal 
disclaimer 




